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EMERGENCY SUPPLEMENTAL/Non-Emergency Funding for Bosnia

SUBJECT: Emergency Supplemental Appropriations Bill for fiscal year 1998 . . . S. 1768. Stevens motion to table the
Feingold amendment No. 2121.

ACTION: MOTION TO TABLE AGREED TO, 92-8

SYNOPSIS:  Asreported, S. 1768, the Engemg/ Sypplemental Aopropriations Bill for fiscalyear 1998, willbrovide $3.109
billion in mandatoy and discretiongrbudyet authoriy, including $1.992 billion in emeeng funding for the

Department of Defense, $561.9 million to pesd to natural disasters and other egaecies, and $278.0 million in other

discretionay supplemental @propriations. A total of $273.9 million in rescissions and other offsets will also be enacted.

The Feingold amendmenivould remove the emgeng/ desgnation for the fundig for the militay operations in Bosnia. The
emepeng desgnations for the fundipfor the militay operations in Southwest Asia (fppand for the fundig to repond to natural
disasters would be retained.

During debate, Senator Stevens moved to table thgdldimmendment. A motion to table is not debatable; however, some
debatepreceded the makgof the motion. Genergl] those favorig the motion to tablegposed the amendment; thoggposing
the motion to table favored the amendment.

Those favoringthe motion to table contended:

When wepassed the Defensegppropriations Bill lastyear it was with the understandithat United States forces would be out
of Bosnia ly June 30, 1998. Therefore, weynptovided enogh fundirg for that dgloyment until that date. President Clinton was
given the @tion of extendig the dgloyment if he found it necessabut the egectation at the time was that he would not. That
expectation was not correct, so we now have thepewzd need tpay for continuirg the deloyment for the rest of the fiscaar.
The President has authgrib reprogram funds from the rest of the patment of Defense faay those unepected costs, but if

(See other side)

YEAS (92) NAYS (8) NOT VOTING (0)
Republican Democrats Republicans Democrats Republicans Democrats
(50 or 91%) (42 or 93%) (5 or 9%) (3 or 7%) 0) 0)
Abraham Hutchison Akaka Inouye Ashcroft Feingold
Allard Inhofe Baucus Kennedy Brownback Johnson
Bennett Jeffords Biden Kerrey Gramm Kohl
Bond Kempthorne Bingaman Kerry Grassley
Burns Kyl Boxer Landrieu Nickles
Campbell Lott Breaux Lautenberg
Chafee Lugar Bryan Leahy
Coats Mack Bumpers Levin
Cochran McCain Byrd Lieberman
Collins McConnell Cleland Mikulski
Coverdell Murkowski Conrad Moseley-Braun
Craig Roberts Daschle Moynihan
D'Amato Roth Dodd Murray
DeWine Santorum Dorgan Reed
Domenici Sessions Durbin Reid
Enzi Shelby Feinstein Robb .
Faircloth Smith, Bob Ford Rockefeller PN AN 017 AEsENEE:
Frist Smith, Gordon  Glenn Sarbanes 1—Official Business
Gorton Snowe Graham Torricelli 2—Necessarily Absent
Grams Specter Harkin Wellstone 3—lliness
Gregg Stevens Hollings Wyden 4—Other
Hagel Thomas
Hatch Thompson SYMBOLS:
Helms Thurmond AY—Announced Yea
Hutchinson Warner

AN—Announced Nay
PY—Paired Yea
PN—Paired Nay

Compiled and written by the staff of the Republican Policy Committee—Larry E. Craig, Chairman



VOTE NO. 41 MARCH 25, 1998

he used that authoyitt would serioust disrupt defense perations. Those funds would have to be taken out of readineqaaityl

of life funds that remain to b@ent thisyear for those forces that are not curredtployed. Most of those funds have alrgdten
spent, plus we believe that the amoyprovided for them alreadwas inadquate. Forcig defense cuts in order pay for the
unexpected costs in Bosnia would be harmful to national sgcamid would be unfair to the men and women of the Armed Forces
who would be affected. We are rgazhd willing to address in thegroming authorization andppropriationsprocess whether the
President was ght to declare that the United States' commitment in Bosnia is peamvended. Manof us have pposed havig

our forces in that countifrom the outset, and will do ewhing we can to end the dieyment. However, thatdht is for the future.

Our reponsibility at thispoint is to make sure that our forces in Bosnia have {hyasithey need, and thafiving that syport will

not come at the @ense of our national secyrivr thequality of life of our trogs. Therefore, we ge our collegues to table the
Feingold amendment.

Those opposinghe motion to table contended:

When militay forces were first sent to Bosnia (in 1995) it was withougassional pproval. After the fact, the Senate barel
and withgreat reluctance geeed to a teforary, 1-year commitment. The cost of mafithat commitment, Members were assured,
would not exceed $2 billion. Mgrof us were ver skeptical at that time that there would beygrossible wa (or inclination on
thepart of the Clinton Administration) to extricate United States forces with@af of their beig committed, and we werejaally
disinclined to believe the $2 billigorice tag. We were ght. Military forces are still in Bosnia, President Clinton has said that the
operation will continue indefinitgl, and theprice tag to date is a hge $8 billion. Over thgears, this ddoyment has remained
controversial, and we have tried to lgribhto a close. However, Senators who want fgpstt the President, Senators who are
fearful of havirg a dividedpolicy that couldput our dgloyed trogs at risk, and even a few Senators who think itgea idea
to have trops in Bosnia indefinitgl have been able to block our efforts.

When the Senafeassed the defenspmopriations bill for fiscalyear 1998, it oyl included funds for Bosnia thrgly June 30,
as our collegues havepointed out. That fact does not mean, tjiguthat Senators pgcted our trops to be out p that date.
Corgressgave the President thgtmn of extendig the d@loyment, and we believe that most Membengeeked him to exercise
that gotion. Corgress and the President basigaliruck a deal on Bosnia. The President could continue pheydeent at the end
of theyear, but to avoid serioystisrypting military operations he would have to ask for egesrgy funding, which would be in
addition to other defens@endirg. In other words, Cagress and the President had a tacit understgridat theprice of the
President continugnthe dgloyment would be that oplpart of the costs could come out of the defensgéiidnd the rest would
have to come from an overall increase in defepsedirg. In other words, the emgangy funding for the continuig costs in Bosnia
cannot try be called emegeng funding. It is just the conclusion of a taciifi@ement taget around the defenspendirg limits.

We should not suport this ruse. We thereforegs our collegues to spport the Feigold amendment, which would strike the
emegeng/ desgnation for the Bosnia funds.



